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PREPARED IN ACCORDANCE WITH 

TRACK 1 SITES: 
GUIDANCE FOR ASSESSING 

LOW PROBABILITY HAZARD SITES 
AT INEL 

SITE DESCRIPTION: PCB-STAGING AREA WEST OF CPP-660 

SITE ID: CPP-51 OPERABLE UNIT: 3-01 

WASTE AREA GROUP: 3 . 

- . . .._. _-., i. 3UMMAKY - PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION 0F fw JffE: During igij5 the area 
was used as a PCB-Transformer and contaminated soil, debris and concrete staging 
area from the ICPP Utilities Replacement and Expansion Project. The area is 
unpaved and is located along the west side of the ICPP facility at the northwest 
corner of the intersection of 8irch Street and Ponderosa Avenue. Ourin the 
staging of transformers during 1985, two transformers leaked oil onto plastic 
sheeting. Sampling of the site was accomplished in 1990 to verify that the soil 
in CPP-51 had not been impacted by PCBs. The area is approximately 100 feet 
long by 50 feet wide. 
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II. SUMMARY - QUALITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF RISK: The qualitative risk of 
the site is predicted by the risk assessment to be medium based on risk to 
groundwater. However, given the low concentrations of PCBs in the soil, the 
depth to groundwater, the relative immobility of PCBs in soil and basalt, and 
the very conservative assumptions used in the Track 1 risk assessment, there is 
little likelihood that groundwater will be impacted by PC8s. The reliability of 
the data is high. 

I III. SUMMARY - CONSEQUENCES OF ERROR: Limited risk due to low PCB 

I 

concentrations of PC8: being !eft in the soi! may resu?t due to the no further 
action recommendation. 

II 

IV. SUMMARY - OTHER DECISION DRIVERS: The clean-up requ.irements provided 
for in the Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) 40 CFR 761.125 require 
remediation of PCBs in Industrial Areas to 25 ppm PCBs by weight in soil. The 

,guidance provided in OWSER Directive 9335.4-01 "Guidance for Remedial Actions at 
Superfund Sites with PCB Contamination" also requires clean-up at restricted 

1 awebs inuuai.i.ldl aW*S 6: 25 ppiti PCBS bq' 'Wight i:: :Oil. This clean-up 
~ requirement is based on health risk assessment criteria using occupational 
1 exposure of site workers by soil ingestion and dermal contact as the exposure 

scenario. Provided the established criteria in TSCA are considered an ARAR for 
~ the INEL, the existing soil concentrations can be left in place and no further 

action is recommended for this site. This ARAR, together with the very 
conservative assumptions used in performing the Track 1 risk assessment, 
provides for a reasonable foundation for recommending no further action at this 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: No Further Action. 
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SITE ID CPP-51 
-m -- ------ 
3, 1 
~~0~ess.e~ bssaciafed biaste Description 8 HawIling Procedure* Description & Location of any ~rtifa,ctslStructur~!slOispoaaI Areas 
ltifh rhis Site Associated uith this haste or Pmce~s 
-m -m m--m-- 

Process 

storage and tenporary Transformers confainim~ between 1601 and Possible PCB Contami,nation 
staging of PC8 
rransformers~. 
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I 
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CONTAMINANT WORlKSHEET Paw 1 
SITE ID CPP-51’ 
PROCESS <cat 1) Transformer Storaqe WASTE (cot 2,J:Bs 

-m- -- 
COI 4 co, 5 Cd 6 COI 7 Cd ,B cot 9 
uhat knounlpotential hamrdous ~UbStanc- Potential swrces associated with mounlestimated Risk based ouatifative Dvsrat I 
es/constituents are associated with this waste this hazardo#.as material concentration concentration risk reI.iability 
or process? o,f hazardous w/kg assessrent (H’i/wd/Lo> 

S*St~“C~*, (Hi/,Hed/to) 
consti tuenfs’ 

m- 
PCBs Transformer Oil .c0.120ppln 0.049 ppnl Med Hi II PCBs Transformer Oil 1 ~0.120 ppm 1 0.049 ppm I Med I Hi II 

PCBs Contaminaited Soil, 
Debris 

co.120 pp1m 0.049 ppm Med Hi 

1. Occupational Exposure concentration far risk 
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Question 1. What are the waste generation process locations and dates of 
operation associated with this site? 

Block i Answer: 

The site was used as a PC8 transformer and PC8 contaminated 
soil, debris and concrete staging area during 1985. Some PCB 
oil was spilled onto plastic sheeting. The PCB transformers 
and contaminated materials were ultimately disposed of at a 
commercial disoosal facility (US Pollution Control Inc., 
Murray, Utah) in late 1985. 

BIOCA? How reliable is/are the information source/s? X-High -Med -Low whsckonoj 
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

Sampiing Report and Occurrence Report document the spill. 

~ mouI Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? J-Yes -No ,Ch.Ck one, 
1 IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

Sampling Report and Occurrence Report document the spill. 

~b+4 SouRcEs 0F INFORMATION ccheck appropriate boxm 8 SOURCE n&r frm reference list) 

No available information C 1 Analytical data [I 
A~~CdOtB! Docunentetion abwt data C 1 ~~~~~ 
Historical process data Ii Dispose.1 data 
Current process data 1 1 Q.A. data I'; 
Area1 photographs Cl safety analysis report 
Engineering/site drawings [ 1 WI report Ii 
Unusual 0Cc"rrence Repart c I Initial assessment 
c, -SPY An.-, -"*a Yell data tl " -...-. , --- -..-. . - 
Facility SOP* 11 construction data Cl 
OTHER WI 1 
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Question 2. What are the disposal process locations and dates of operation 
associated with this site? 

mock 1 Answer: 

_~.~.I.._ qnnr ..L:T- nrn I..---~_..--..- ..-..- INrlncJ Is33 WI,, ,e rLD-LrtmST"r-T"er-S were sl.vreu 111 Llle SLdglily -L-.._A 1.. LL- -L--Z_- 

area, leaks onto plastic sheeting beneath two transformers 
were identified. 

Block 2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? J.-High -Med -Low ,ch~.c*onsl 
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

Sampling report and occurance report document the spill. 

(yayJ Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? J-Yes -No khack one, 
--^^---- -..- ^^..---..*--^.. ii JO, "LE~LtLL~C 1°C Lunrrnmnlrvn. 

Sampling report and occurance report document the spill. 

8bck 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION ccheck appropriate boxjes a 8~U~~a ntir frm reference list) 

No available informafian [ 1 Analytical data [I 
Anecdotal Documentation abOut data C 1 
Historical process dsta t; Disposal data Cl 
cwrsnr p'"cesr data PA. data 
Areel photographs Ii Safety analysis report III 
Engineering/site drawings L I WI report Cl 
Unusual OCCwrenCe Report L 1 Initial aSSeSSment [I 
W,,nmy docments Yell data 1 I 
Facility Sops Ii Construction data [I 
OTHER Ml 1 



I question 3. Is there empirical, circumstantial, or other evidence of migration? 

I 
If so? what is it? 

I Block 1 Answer: Block 1 Answer: 

__._-* __._-* 

I 

There is no evidence of migration from this ~V~IIL. There is no evidence of migration from this ~V~IIL. 

wrx12 wrx12 How reliable is/are the information source/s? J-High -Med -Low WWCIC~W~ How reliable is/are the information source/s? J-High -Med -Low WWCIC~W~ 
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

I 
Sampling Report and Occurrence Report document no migration. Sampling Report and Occurrence Report document no migration. 

I edtil Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? J-Yes -No Isheck one, 

IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFiRMATiON. 

Sampling Report and Occurrence Report document no migration. 

810ck4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es & source n~&r frMl reference list) I No available information II Analytical data [I 
Anecdotal 

Ii 
Docunentation abaur data t I 

Historical process data Disposal data [ 1 
c>lrr*fit nrnrrrr data Q.A. data 

I 
r. _____ [ ] 

Area1 photogrsp% Cl Safety analysis report 11 
Engineering/site drawings C 1 D&D report t 1 
"""suel occurrence Report c 1 Initial assessment [I 
Sumnary docunenfs [ I Well data I 1 
Facility SOPs t 1 Construction data [I 

. OT!!ES !Xl 1 



Question 4. Is there evidence that a source exists at this site? If so, list 
the cn,,b-,-a< anti rinrrrihn the evidence. *,,c a""* .,..u ",*- ----. .I- 

Black 1 Answer: 

No. The transformers and contaminated material have been 
removed and are no longer onsite. 

Rloll2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? AHigh -Med -Low ~~lronsl 
C"", LT., l-u= mCnICn,,TU#2 PeYTUn TYT.2 evs, ,,aTTnM LAe-L-AI. I "L I.L-a"I.aI." Yb..**." ..a*- -.-u-e.. -vs.. 

Sampling Report documents low (~1 ppm) PCBs in the soil. 

LvtiI Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X'ies -No Icheck one, 

IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

~hk4 SOURCES 0~ INFORMATION ccheck appropriate bwes a SOURCE n&r frm reference List) 

WO available information C I Analytical data t 1 
Anecdotal Cl tmcwntation about data [ 1 
Historical process data t 1 Disposal data t 1 
Cwrent process data P.A. data t I 
Area, photographs Ii safety analysis report t I 
L~~-l..~.i-- ,.I_. A-...:___ I 3 cnglneerlnglalrr UI~u*,rlyn L 1 D&D repcrt r ! 
Unusual Occurrence Report t I Initial assess~nt t I 
Sunnary docunents 1 I Yell data 
Facility SOP* r I Construction data Ii 
OTHER [Xl 1 



Question 5. Does site operating or disposal historical information allow 
estimation of the pattern of potential contamination? If the I 
pattern is expected to be a scattering of hot spots, what is the 
expected minimum size of a significant hot spot? 

I 

glock 1 Answer: 

No. Composite sampling has verified that the site contains 
PCS concentrations in the soil at less than 1 ppm. No oil 
staining was apparent on the soil and the low PCB I 
concentrations are ubiquitous throughout the site. 

I 

I 

BIMk1 How reliable is/are the information source/s? XHigh -Med -Low ICIWC~O~OI 

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

Sampling Report verifies information. 

WWLI Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? Kv'es -No 
I 

lchack one, 
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

Sampling report confirms information. 

Block4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check appropriate box/es 8 SOUPC~ ntir frm reference list) 

ii0 avaiiabie informaiton i i 
Anecdotal I I 
Historical process data I I 
Current process data [I 
Area, photographs [I 
Engineering/site drawings L I 
ilnusuai Occurrence Report i j 
Smry docunents [I 
Facility SOPr [I 
OTHER [Xl 1 

Uell data [I 
construction data Cl 



Question 6. Estimate the length, width, and depth of the contaminated region. 
What is the known or estimated volume of the source? If this is an 
estimated voiume, expiain carefuiiy how the estimate was derived. 

I 
I 

I SLock 1 Answer: 

I 

The contaminated region is approximately 100 feet long, 50 
feet wide and 6 in.ches deep. This area represents the area of 
the entire CPP-51 site and the contamination is below 1 ppm 
PCBS. 

I 

I 

m-2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? J-High -Med -Low ~sha=hansj 
EVDl ,¶Tk# TYC DCbC#-lUTLlC rnlcYTLll-3 TNIS EVDtL&-amTIONe -r.r -,.*I. . ..u ..-c..,.,..*.." I-..-..- 

Area has been sampled to confirm the contaminated region. 

I 

BI0aL Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? LYes -No ,ChtlCk one, 
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

hk 4 SOURCES 0~ INFORMATION (check appropriate bwes L sour~e nunbe? from reference list) 

Yo available information C I Analytical data 

I 
[ 1~~~ 

Anecdotal Docuwntation alwut data [ I 
Historical process data Ii Disposal data t I 
Cwrent process data 
Areal photographs ti 

Q.A. data t I 
Safety analysis report 

Engineering/site drauings C 1 D&D report Ii 

I 

""usual occurrence Repart c 1 Initial assessment 
Swmry docunents Yell data Ii 
Facility SOPS Ii Construction data [I 
OTHER [Xl 1 



Quest ion 7. What is the known or estimated quantity of hazardous 
substance/constituent at this source? If the quantity is an I 
estimate, explain carefully how the estimate was derived. 

I 

Bhck 1 Answer: 

18.6 grams, PCBs, based on the below calculation and 
assuming soil density of 1.7 gm/cc and an average PC5 
concentration of 0.094 ppm based on Table 4-l of Sampling 
Report. I I 
50 ft x 100 ft x 1 ft x 1728in3 x 16.38cm3 x q 

lftX Iin3 cm 

x 0.094 ppm = 23 gm PCBs 

Blolll How reliable is/are the information source/s? J-High -Med -Low lchsc~onal 
EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

Based on sampling report information. 

yrx,, Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? X-Yes -No 
I 

ICheCk one, 
IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

Sampling information confirms calculation. 

w 4 SOURCES OF INFORMATION (check 

NO evaiiebie information i i 
Anecdotal t1 
Historical process data [ I 
Current process data Cl 
Area, photographs Cl 
Engineering/site drawings L I 
unusuai occurrence Reporr i i 
Sunnary docwnts [I 
Facility SOPs [ I 
OTHER [Xl 1 

reference list) reference list) 
I I 

‘~1 ‘~1 I I 



I Question 8. Is there evidence that this hazardous substance/constituent is 
present at the source as it exists today? If so, describe the I 
evidence. 

stock I Answer: 

I 

Yes, sampling information confirms that PCBs are present in 
the soil at CPP-51. All transformers and containerized 
contaminated materials have been removed. 

I 

I I 

I I 
I Bloc*2 How reliable is/are the information source/s? &-High -Med -Low cch.~konal 

EXPLAIN THE REASONING BEHIND THIS EVALUATION. 

Sampling report confirms presence of PCBs in soil. 

I IytiI Has this INFORMATION been confirmed? J-Yes, -No Ishock one, 

IF SO, DESCRIBE THE CONFIRMATION. 

Sampling report confirms presence of PCBs in soil. I 
hat4 SOUruxS OF INFORMATION meek awropriare box/es 6 SOURCE n-r frm reference List) 

Ho available information [ 1 Analytical data Cl 

I 
Anecdotal wcunzntation about data i i 
Historical process data I: oispcsal data 
current process data Cl P.A. data Ii 
Area1 photographs Cl Safety analysis repcre 1 I 
Engineering/site drawings C 1 D8.D report [I 
Unusual occurrence Report [Xl 1 Initial assessment [I I I Smry docwnts t 1 "et1 data 1 I 
Facility SOPS i 1 Construction data [ 1 
OTHER [Xl z 

I 
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